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1. Claim 3 is objected to because of the following informalities: the term "signal" should be 
in plural form. Appropriate correction is required. 



2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-3, 7 and 10-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Orlando et al. 

The camera testing system of Orlando (col. 1 lines 6-9, noting Fig. 1) includes a camera 
20 that is positioned to image a target 21 and light from a first light source 28. The image signal 
output from element 18 is displayed (monitor not shown: e.g. col. 4 lines 64-67; col. 5 line 9; col. 
6 lines 1-3) within inherent default parameters, namely maximum and minimum brightness 
levels achievable by the display unit. The light source is adjusted by controller 32 (claimed 
dimming component) such that various lamp levels are used for image testing (e.g. col. 3 lines 
65-67), meaning that the lamp can be dimmed and/or increased to plural various levels thereby 
assigning respective lighting condition signals for camera 20 to be tested, and respective signals 
are obtained therefrom per lighting condition, and are in turn displayed and analyzed (col. 3 line 
67 - col. 4 line 6), as calculations for various parameters are made (e.g. col. 5 line 2+), thereby 
meeting claims 1 and 7. 
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As for claim 2, the first target is positioned such that any image of the target taken by 
camera 20 is presented on the monitor within the maximum upper and lower brightness levels 
that are physically capable by the monitor. 

As noted previously, Orlando takes images of the target for plural lighting conditions 
(characteristic of dimmer and/or brighter light levels relative to each other), parameters of the 
image data thereafter analyzed according to various calculations. 

Regarding claim 10, lamp controller 32 corresponds to the claimed dimming mechanism. 

As for claim 1 1, a second light source 34 is also included. 

Considering claim 12, the dimming component (lamp controller 32) also controls the 
brightness of the second light source (col. 3 line 65 - col. 4 line 6). 

As for claim 13, target 21 is positioned relative to camera 20 in a manner adequate to 
enable presented imagery to be within the maximum and minimum brightness levels physically 
possible by the monitor specifications. 

As for claim 14, the operator (or any observer) is capable of viewing the monitor and 
whatever image qualities thereon that are visually perceptible. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4-6 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Orlando 

et al. 
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As for claim 4, lamp 28 includes a diffuser as labeled, the purpose of which is to lessen 
the concentrated emanation of direct light from lamp 28. It would have been obvious to use any 
suitable optical means to effect a reduction in light concentration, such as with a shield or optical 
or electronic filter, which would have been a ready modification recognized by the skilled 
artisan. 

As for claim 5, it would have been obvious to use any suitable type of lamp capable of 
providing adequate light (of which the brightness can be controlled as desired), such as a single 
point light or composite array, such as a well known spotlight or alternative source. 

Regarding clam 6, although Orlando does not explicitly state that the signal analysis of 
the first lighting condition involves relative to discrete detectability levels, it would have been 
obvious to perform the signal analysis to the extent that the system make-up allows. In other 
words, the system limitations dictate the processing capabilities carried out to whatever the finest 
measurable detection and the most accurate degree of calculation can be achieved, which in real 
terms comes to be a discrete (rather than infinitesimal) amount. 

As for claim 9, having the dimming mechanism movable would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art because one of ordinary skill in the art would typically consider every 
realizable modification of any component at and, such as repositioning, as well as the typical 
consideration of substituting elements for the existing ones. 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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5. Claims 8 and 15-19 appear allowable over the prior art. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Victor R. Kostak whose telephone number is (571) 272-7348. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 6:30am-3 :00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Miller can be reached on (571) 272-7353. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9306 (for Technology Center 2600 only) 



Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington. VA., Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office whose telephone 
number is (703) 308-HELP. 



Victor R. Kostak 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2614 



VRK 



